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tions of custom, tradition and personal power of the master. The
relationship between the labourer and the master should not have
been, under normal conditions, different from that of a debtor
and a creditor. The reasons for present bondage, therefore, are to
be found in the particular evolution of the Indian society in the last
century and a half, during which the would-be debtor has become
so desperate and creditor so exacting that what would have nor-
mally been a free and legally equal position between two equal
parties, mutually executing a contract of debit and credit, has,
in reality, turned into a status of virtual slavery for the former and
absolute dominance by the latter. Since a monetary loan is the
characteristic of bonded labour system, it should be distinguished
very sharply from slavery or feudal serfdom. This type of "monetary
bonded labour" could not have existed in an essentially non-
monetary economy of pre-nineteenth century India.
In such an earlier society, there were menials and domestic
servants whose subsistence was guaranteed by an allotment of
certain acres of land, or by granting them the claim to a certain
proportion of the produce of each cultivator.40 These traditional
arrangements of guaranteed subsistence weakened considerably
during the period of disintegration of village communities ; the
displaced menials, in the absence of alternative occupation, were
forced to seek some form of guaranteed subsistence. It was this
compulsion that forced the menials to accept bondage. The advance
of money, for marriage or any other purpose, was more in the
nature of mutual recognition that the system of bondage was
approved by both parties. To say, therefore, that marriage, and the
advance of money which is generally used for it, are the cause of
the institution of bonded labour is like saying that exchange of
wedding rings between a man and a woman is the cause of their
marriage,41
Thus, the disintegration of the village communities  brought
"Baden-Powell, H., The Indian Village Community, (London, 1896),pp. 16f.
tt If, as in most cases, the advance of money was for marriage, it does not
show that marriage was the cause of accepting such bondage. In fact, marriage
serves merely to emphasize the dividing line in the life of the labourer between
im dependence on his parents and his seeking subsistence on his own. For a
similar system in China under which, instead of an advance of money, a 'slave'
giri was used by the master, see Institute of Pacific Relations, Agrarian China
(Oaca»o» 1938), p. 83.

